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The Senate bavin* under consideration the bill foi the

admission of Calilorma into the Union, the establishment
ol lerritorial KovernuieiitM for- Utah and New Mexico,
and making pro|iosal» to Texas tor the settlement of ber
liorltiern and western boundaries.
Mr HUNTfc.ll said: I have never in my life risen

lo Apeak witli more leluctaiue ban 1 ilo at this tune. I
know tbat the Senate is weary of this debate. I know

fljhat the country is anxious that we should coine to some

¦decision upon these qiie-iioua Kor one, I w<»uld have1
he« u willing at uny time to forego, and I would be will¬
ing now 10 forego, the privilege of speaking, if by no do¬
ing we coulil come to a le-t question on the bill. But, air,
knowing that to be impracticable, and leeling that 1 shall
have to incur some responsibility, |wibai»M a deep respon-
nihility, in the vole which I shall give, I trust the Senate
will pardon ine for desiring an opportunity to present a
vindication of my actions to my constituents.

Sir, this bill comes before us under high and imposing
sanction*. Its author in the distinguished senator troin
Kentucky* [Mr. Clay.] Ft is endorsed by a majority ol
birteeu senators, who have been delected for the s;>eoial

[consideration ol theae questions. We are exhorted to
suppoit it by considerations no less sacr.-d than those ol
union and peace. We are told that if we (mm it we shall
heal the bleeding wounds of the country, that we shall
restore peace anu harmony to a distracte I and a divided
iieople. And, air, if 1 believed, as the friends ol the bill
lielieve, that it would have that ettect, I should regard it
with very dirterent feelings than those which I now en¬
tertain in relation to it. Peace, sir.peace permanent,
honorable to every section of this confederacy ! There
ia nothing, there is scarcely anything, that I would not
sacrifice to attain such an object as that. But [ have
studied this bill attentively, and [ have reached the con¬
clusion that it will not attain the ends that'its friends
seem to hope from its passage 1 believe, sir, that if we
pass this bill we shall send not peace but the sword
through this land of ours; that we shall not shut but

rin the gates of the temple of war. Aud when I speak
the sword and of war, 1 speak not of physical but ot

moral force, and with reference to the agitation which is
disturbing and divfding and diatrac:ing the land. 1 be¬
lieve tbat it will tend to these results, because it seems
to me that it is beginning at the wrong end, and that we
are reversing the process which it is proper to pursue in
order to quiet the agitation aud seuie the differences
ol the country. 1 believe that this bill proposes the
surrender of right and political power on the part of
the South, and that, I will not say its intention, but
us end and effect will be lo make the weak weaker
aud the strong stronger of the two contending ele¬
ments in our system. I do not think we can ever obtain
peace, unless we so distribute the strength of those an¬

tagonistic interests that they shall have the power to de¬
fend their rights, and power enough to make it more

dangerous than profitable to attack each other. When¬
ever a manifest and dangerous invasion of right is m.vie
on the part of one or the other, there ougiit to be power
enough iu those who are attacked to m:ike it dangerous
uii*t disagreeable to the assailant. Now, if I were called
upon to devise a measure calculated to obtain peace and
settle the agitation of the country, 1 would pursue a

course which should strengthen the weak, and which,
in such a contest, would weaken the strong. Above
all, I would not take from the weak any |>ortion of that
political power which the constitution designrd that they
should enjoy ; but. ou the coutiary, I would do all which
the constitution afforded ine the means of doing, to give
to every section of this confederacy the power to detend
their rights. A system of surrender by the weak can

nrrer give peace The strong may surrender with im¬
punity, because the precedent can never operate with
efltct against them, as tuey have always strength enough
to prevent its repetition whenever it may be necessary to

do so; bat experience shows that the weak never

surrender without beginning the race which ends in the
prostration of all their interests and the sacrifice of their
rights. If the weak surrender rights to-day, it becomes
almost impossible for them to resist when another de¬
mand is made upon them to-morrow; because on to¬
morrow there will he not only the same physical force
which drives them before it to day, but, iu addition to

that, there will be the moral ioroe of the precedent which
they themselves bate established. The weak never can

surrender right with impunity in contests with the strong;
sod I believe that whoever reckons u|ion producing peace
land settling agitation by any such system as this is

I destined to be entirely and cruelly disappointed.
Sir, wears not without some warnings aud some teach¬

ings in relation to this matter from actual experience; and
whoever will look at our past history will find that the
surrender which the South makes to-aay, and which to¬

day is considered by her sons as the extreme of conces¬

sion, and amounting almost to submission, will be con¬

sidered as an extreme and unreasonable demand il made

by her a few years hence Why, sir, have we not seen

this in our past history ? You, Mr. President, well
recollect the history of the Missouri Compromise ,

you know that in many portions of the South u

was regarded as the extreme ot concession, as amounting
almost to submission ; you krow that it was regarded as

the last inch to which the South could retreat st that time,
and it was supposed that nothing more could ever be ask-
rd of hrr. But now, whn scsrcelv thirty years have
Had over our heads, w6Sid that if the Souih makes

sucA demand as that, it is denounced traitorous, and as

proceeding from a wish for agitation, and a desire to de¬
stroy the confederacy ; it is scouted at as impracticable
and impossible, and the men are almost sought to be put
to pabtie Shams who ask now what ths South considered
as tha aClreme of concession, and tell almost humiliation
lo mat, in
Bat, Mr. President, I need not go buck so far a« that

(or aO example, in relation to thin matter of surrender of
ri|(ht and power on tbe part of tbe ;South At the com¬
mencement of this session. we know that the senator
from Kentucky [Mr. Clay] introducedMertain resolution*,
and tboee resolution* upon their appearance were imme¬

diately and utterly denounced by eouthern senator* They
would not eten allow the distingumhed senator from
Kentucky the grace of naming a day when hi*
resolutions should be considered and debated, on

the contrary, they were denounced on the spot.de¬
nounced fiercely and violently; and, if I mistake not, ihe
southern press responded Id this denunciation in one

voice of universal accord ; and yet, in a lew month* af¬
ter, a select committee is raised, and a proposition is re¬

ported which 1 think 1 can show, in whatever respect it
differ* from those resolutions, to be worse for the South
than the scheme contained in them But what is now
*aid of tbe men who oppose a scheme worse even than that
which was so much denounced but a short while ago /
Why, sir, they are accused of being in favor of disunion ,'t
is treated almost as evidence of treason that they should
oppose it; it is considered as living conclusive testimony
of a disposition for strife, and a desire for agitation, that
they refuse to support a scheme worse, 1 think 1 shall be
able to show, than the resolutions that were so much de¬
nounced. Sir, let u* comitate these resolutions with the
scheme of the committee The resolutions proposed, in
the first place, that they woulil aboliwb what is called the
»!.*. trade in the District of Columbia ; that slaves
»bo«ld not be brought into the [>mtrict for *ale, or for
Iraaaportetion to other market* and that the depots for
hat purpose should be abolished The scheme of the
-ommittee propone* not only that you *hall not put *lave*
in depot here for aale, but that you nhall not deposite
lliem even for any purpose of transportation, and, as I
understand it, if you have a fugitive slave, bringing him
from the 8tat* to which he had fled, you coulit not de¬
posite him here for safekeeping, if this proposition
ihould be adopted ; you could not, if travelling through
ih* District with slave*, moving to eome other State, <le-
xmtte them here And vet, ait, the decision of the Su¬
preme Court ia explicit that you have a right to carry
.laves and to be protected in your property through free
States, to some other slave State. 8o that, in this re¬

flect, it seems to me clear that the proposition of ths com¬
mittee is worse than the resolutions of the senator from
Kentucky. Then, sir, the resolutions of the senator from
Kentucky promised some "more effectual" fugitive-slave
!»wv^nd the inference waa, that it was to be something
WnTthan any law that had ever existed on the subject,
"f as yet been proposed. What has been the result t
Why, certain amendments hava been proposed by this
committee, and all that can be said of them is, that it
®*ke* the bill no worse than it was before, provided you
pnsiiler one of its provisions as cumulative, f mean that
"> relation to the record ; but if, on tbe contrary, you
^>n*i<ler it as making this evidence necessary, then we all
krivw ani| f«.r| that it would be an obstruction in the way
M ihe recovery of fugitive slaves, because, before ths
h**ier could go through the tedious process of obtaining
|&* reconl and evidence from tbe court, the slave would
y* beyond the reach of Ma pursuit. In that re-

too, thsn, tbe schema ol the committee is, in my
5"»inti, worse than the reeolntiona of the senator from
{.Mucky.

Mr. FOOTS. I ri»«-. Mr. President, to a point ol
order, to prevent an uanecessai y consumption of time:
thai it is not in order 10 discuss anything but the bill
now before lb" Ssnats Acting U|hm, that view, t Lave
myself refiained Irani making remarks winch I otherwim*
would have made. That (mil of the scheme of the com¬
mittee ia not now before the Senate.
The PRESIDENT. A question of order ia ranted.

Strictly speaking, aenatoia must confine themselves to
ibe subject-waller undur consideration. The Chair,
however, has not enforced the rule strictly in that par
ticular, because it has been de(>arted from in almost every
speech delivered before he took the Chair. The whole
subject-matter haa seemed to be one which senators were
at liberty to range over, to state their objections, or to
advocate, as they thought proper to do But if the ques¬tion of oider is rained, the Chair is bound to enforce the
rul..t! e question being upon the amendment.

Mr. FOOTE I must insist upon the point of order;
Otherwise 1 would have been glad to dieeuss this bill 1
would have shown tl.at the North were willing to yield
to the (South juat such a bill as would he most satisfac¬
tory to the South, but that southern men have declined
acceding: to it

M'. BUTLER. Mr. President, my friend from Vir¬
ginia was certainly in order in speaking of the slave
trade ill the District of Columbia.
The PRESIDENT. That is not in the bill before (he

Senate.
Mr. BUTLER Is it not in the report ¦'
The PRESIDENT. The Chair ha*made the decision,

aa a question of order is raised ; although he mutt ex
press his regret that it haa been raised upou this question,
as great latitude haa been allowed heretofore. Still, if
called ujion, he is obliged to enforce the rule. If there
is any dissatisfaction with the decision, there must be an
appeal. The Chair will state, however, that the bill
under consideration is not the fugitive i-lave bill, nor the
bill for the abolition of the slave trade in the District of
Columbia. Those are separate bills, which must be
acted upon hereafter. The bill under consideration is
that which provides lor the admission of California, for
the establishment of two territorial governments, and for
the settlement of the boundary question between the State
of Texas and New Mexico. That is the bill now under
consideration.
Mr. BU TLER. Mr. President
Mr. DICKINSON: I desire to make an appeal to the

senator from Mississippi
The PRESIDENT. The senator from South Carolina

has the floor.
Mr. BU TLER. I shall take an appeal froin the Chair.

It may not, perhaps, be strictly according to the letter of
the rule, but I think uiy friend from Virginia can now
reply to arguments made on either side
Mr. FOOTE. I call the senator from South Carolina

to order.
The PRESIDENT. The senator from Mississippi will

take his seat. The senator from South Carolina is in
order, as be is about to appeal.
Mr. BUl'LER. I made the motion before I undertook

to speak to it I suspect that if violations of order are to
be^rieasured by strict rules, the senator will find himself
over them as often as anybody else.
Mr. FOOTE, (in his seat.) It may be so.
Mr. BU TLER. 1 say it is impossible for my friend

'from Virginia to do justice to himself in the scope of the
argument he has propo el to himself

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order,
and feel bound to insist upon it. I appeal to the Chair
whether, after a decision of a question of order, it is in
orfler to discuss that question.
The PRESIDEN I\ The Chair has already stated to

the. senator from Mississippi that he understands that the
senator from Soutti Carolina intends to appeal. He has
expressed that intention, and is therefore at liberty to
discuss the appeal. If the senator will take the a|>peal,
the Chair will state it.
Mr. CLAY. He should take his appeal
Mr. FOOTE. No appeal haa yet been taken.
Mr. BUTLER. 1 informed the senator from Missis¬

sippi that it was my purpose to take the appeal. It was
to indicate the position that I had taken that I was mak¬
ing my remarks ; which was this, that the debate cannot
be continued upon the part of my friend Irom Virginia, in
reply to the argument ii|K>n the other side, unless he is
at liberty to reply to this point, and especially to what
ttie senator from Massachusetts said upou yesterday upon
this very fugitive stave bill, which was one of the most
striking point' of bis argument. The other day, my friend
from New Jersey [Mr. Dayton] made an elaborate and
able argument, which stands now unanswered. These
things ought to be considered, and by common under¬
standing an arrangement should be made 1 think it is

an economy of time that these different topics taken up
by one should be replied to by another at once. It is but
justice, now that the debate has assumed such . charac¬
ter, to let the senator go on and conclude his remarks.
Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. President,! express no opin¬

ion in regard to the question of order. 1 wish to express
my regret that the senator from Mississippi has raised
it, and 1 would beg him now to allow me to withdraw
it, to allow the senator Irom Virginia to proceed with
his speech. 1 hope it will be done, and that we shall go
on.
Mr FOOTE, (in his neat.) No, air.
Mr. HALE. I* it in order to move that the senator

froui Virginia may he allowed to proceed.' If no, I wish
the senator from South Carolina would allow mc to make
that motion.
Mr. BU I'LKR. 1 will withdraw the appeal.
Mr HALE I make the motion that tne senator from

Virginia be allowed to proceed.
The PRESIDENT. In order >

Mr. HALE. No, air; I did not qualify it at all
The PRESIDENT. That motion cannot be enter¬

tained
Mr. DAYTON. I merely rise to aay that 1 hope the

nenaior will concur in pertaining the senator from Vir¬
ginia U> proceed, whether it be strictly in order or not. It
is unquestionably true that gentlemen upon both aides of
the chamber have discussed the whole subject-matter ol
this report. We Lave done it because, though not strict¬
ly a |<art of the bill under discussion, it ia a |«rt of the
inducement held out in the report to this very bill ; and
therefore it has been considered a part of the same sub¬
ject-matter
Mr FOOTE I raise the point of order: the honor¬

able senator lrom New Jersey is discussing when there
is no motion before the Senate, the api>eal having been
withdrawn.
Mr BUTLER There is a motion pending.
Mr DAYTON. I merely wished to express my feel-

:ngs in relation to the subject I have done.
Mr. YULEE I nae to make a motion .

Mr. HUN fKR I think, Mr President, I ran prevent
all the difficulty
The PRESIDENT. The senator from Florida has the

floor.
Mr YULEE. Then, Mr. President, I make the mo¬

tion for the indefinite. |«>*ti>onement of this bill.to post-
poue it until the 4th day of July next, which will leHve
the question open upon the whole suf>|ect
Mr. HALE. That will not help it at all.
Mr. DICKINSON. It will only hung up the whole of

the bill now under consideration.
The PRESIDENT. Will the senator from Florida re¬

peat his motion f
Mr. YULEE I will not make the motion.
Mr. TURNEY. The question is upon the motion of

the senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hai.e ]
The PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot receive amo¬

tion of that kind. The Chair must enforce the rules of
debate, and it must proceed in order- Aa the queation has
been raised, the Chair is obliged to decide that it must be
confined to the subject-matter now before the Senate,
which is the amendment of the senator from Mississippi.
It is usual in parliamentary proceedings, when a tierson

has heen called to order, for a motion to be made that he
tie allowed to proceed in order, but not out of order.

Mr. CLAY Mr. President
Mr HUN TER. Mr. President, I think I can put an

end to thia
The PRESIDENT. The eenator from Kentucky haa

the floor.
Mr CLAY I rise to express the hope that my fnend

from Mississippi will waive all objection to the proceed¬
ing of the senator from Virginia. I should he glad if he
would doit If | Km called upon to say whether the de¬
cision of the Chair is right or wrong, I ahonld be obliged
to aay it ia right; hut still, considering the latitude which
has heen taken in the course of the debate.for the een¬
ator near me is mistaken in supposing I have dmcuaaed
this question excepting in the general exposition of the
whole system of measure* when the committee reported.
1 did on that occasion ; but after that 1 did not touch
upon theae questions. The senator from New Jersey,
however, made a most elaborate and able speech upon
(his and other parts of the question, which it ie-now ob¬
jected that the aenator from Virginia should reply. I
hope, Mr President, that the senator from Mississippi
will waive hie objection, and let the senator proceed,
considering what has been said and done.
Mr. FOOTE. I nae eimply to answer the appeal, if it

ia in order to do eo.and I euppoae it ia. If I had not rec¬

ollected the debate very diflwantly from ofher gentle¬
men.ti I did not believe at this tnoanent that no each

paiticular discussion of thin purl of the plan of the com¬
mittee ha* ukcn place.it,in addition, I Jut not leel my¬self irstrained from remarking upou that pari of the plan,
wlucli 1 should have been glad to have done.if I hail
not been cat led to order

I'lie PRESIDENT. The senator cannot proceed;there lit no question before the Chair.
Mr FOOTE I will, then, merely say in regard to the

appeal, that for these reasons, and others that I shall not
state, 1 will not withdraw the point of Older I wish
the mles of order enforced against others as they are re¬
peatedly against me
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I will pass from the

subject which you have decided it to be out ol order to
discuss, although in discussing it 1 was following an ex¬
ample sqi by so many others who have preceded me, and
pursue a late of remark which t believe to be strictly in
order. 1 may surely compare the bill under considera¬
tion with the resolutions of which i have been sneaking,
in order to show the feartul proclivity with which weaie
proceeding in the downward race of concession and sub-
mission. The resolutions of the senator from Kentuckv
proposed to admit California "with suitable boundaries,1'
and thus justified a hope that the proposed limits for the
new State would be curtailed, if those resolutions were
to be taken as the basis of our action. But the bill before
us gives to California the whole extent of territory
which she claims. In this respect, then, the bill is worse
than the resolutions. The latter proposed to buy only
as much Irom Texas as she claimed from New Mexico ;
but this bill contemplates the purchase not ouly of this,
but of much more, which indisputably belongs to Texas,
and thus enlarges the territory to be withdrawn from the
jurisdiction of a slave State. In this respect, theu, the
scheme of the bill is worse, and much worse, than that of
the resolutions. So far as the Territories of Utah and
New Mexico are concerned, both the bill and the resolu¬
tions propose to give them governments, and say nothing
of slavery in the fundamental law which establishes
them. But heie a preference is claimed for the bill over
the resolutions because it does not contain the assertion
to be found in the resolutions, that "slavery does not
exist by law, and is not likely to be introduced into any
ot the territory acquired by the United Stales of Mex¬
ico but 1 think it can be shown that hers there even
is little or nothing to choose between the two. If the bill
coiilaius no sucti assertion, the report does contain some¬

thing very like it. The reason given in the resolutions for
not introducing the Witmot Proviso is, that it is un¬
necessary, on account of the existing law and physical
causes. But does not the report excuse the omission
of the Proviso, on the ground that it is unnecessary I and
does it not refer to the experience of California, in which
these causes were supposed by its author to operate, as
proof of me assertion ! What gives emphasis to the in-
terence that the Proviso was ouly omitted because un¬
necessary, is the fact that wherevst the South was sup¬
posed to have rights, arising either irom the constitution
or from compact, those rights were enforced, and their
foundations demonstrated. In relation to the recapture
ol fugitive slaves, the abolition of slaveiy iu the District,
without the consent of the adjoining States, and without
compensation, Hit/division ol lV.xa.-t mio lour States, and
their admission hereatter, with or without slavery, ac¬

cording to their own choice, the rights of the South were

distinctly staled and eulorced; but wheii the settlement
ol the vacant territory was discussed, nothing was said
of the right of the South.to share m its enjoyment.noth¬
ing in repudiation ot the power of Congress to exclude
slavery by legislation ; on the contrary, the omission to
recommend the Proviso seems to have been excused on
the ground that it was unnecessary. The almost irresis¬
tible lulereuce from that rejiort, as it seem* to me, is, that
(he fioviso*Woutd have been recommended httd it been
necessary tor the exclusion of slavery; hut we are told
that the report is no part of the lu!l, and that we vote for
the lust and not the nrst. But is it true that the report is
not to be considered along with the bill, in estimating the
moral force of the precedent to be established by the pas¬
sage of this bill ? Is it not a rule in the Attorney Gene-
raTs office to consider a report in construiug and inter¬
preting a law which it recommended ? In eslimatiug the
moral influence of the passage of this measure.a meas¬
ure so euiirely political iu us character.is there any in¬
quirer who would not turn to the report as one ol the
sources of explanation as to its objects and indHves ? The
friends ot ihis measure must thus esteem it, for they re¬
fer to its recommendations as to Texas as one of the ad¬
vantages conferred on tue South ; but nothing is proposed
to he done as to this matter ; the only benelil which it
coolers is the moral force ol^ an expression of opinion
on the part of the majority* of the committee. If the
moral lorce ot au expression of opinion be good for us,
it must also be good against us; and if i am right in
these conclusions, there is no one respect in which the
Compromise scheme is better than that of the resolutions,
whilst in some important particulars it is worse.

Bui we are told that it is a compromise, anil will give
peace. It is, 1 lear, like dome oilier compromises which
we have made.a surrender of right on the part of the
Jxiutti.and will lead, probably, to the same or a worse
conclusion. We were lo have peace anil harmony on
the passage of the Missouri Compromise. Under that
hope, aud from a sense of honor, the South has adhered
lo it since; but what sort of peace did it procure lor us !
Scarcely a dozen years elapsed before "the run of anti-
slavery petitions" commenced ; and thus began the war,
whose object it is, we are told, lo denationalize the insti¬
tution of slavery.that is, to place it without (tie pale of
the constitution, and beyond the protection of the general
government Mr. Fre*ident, we all remember the scenes
and excitement to which tins warfare gave rise. The
South insisted that these petitions should not be counte¬
nanced, encouraged, or even considered. The agitation
to which they lea endangered southern property and life;,
and ac^orumgly the House ol Representatives adopted a
rule excluding abolition petitions But we were eoon
advised to consent to the repeal of that rule. We were
U>1<1 that it lurnished fuel to toe Maine of anti-slavery agi¬
tation, and aliment to those who tanned it into fury.
Abolish this rule, and we were told that they could have
no means ol inftauiing the public mind iti the North, but
musi perish from a want of the means ol exigence. The
rule was repealed.thatcomjiromise made. And what is

the condition in which the country is now placed I If ax
it given us peace, or Itie appearance of peace; or, on the
contrary, has it not encouraged the anti-slaveiy spirit,
aud made it more presumptuous Formerly, when there
abolition petition* and papers were preneuted, the ques¬
tion in detmte was whether we should consider litem
Now thequesiioii is whether we shall act uj>on them, and
how we stiall act upon them. I*et the present condition
of our legislation testily as lo the tact ol the peAce which
such a compromise has given us. Anil who shall tell me,
alter these warnings from history, that the adoption of
this compromise, ny a surrender of |>ower and the rtgbu
of the .South, will give us peace, and that it will not,
on the contrary, lead to new and more extravagant de¬
mands > 1 have said that this proposition was, in my
opinion, one ol surrender ol right and power on the part
ol the South. Certainly such a surrender, if lasted
by what the South have tutherio claimed ; and to sustain
tnst point 1 wish to show wnat the South has Hitherto
claimed, what has been her standard in relation to our
own rights, and to compare that standard with what it is

proposed she shall accept. The South has claimed, in
relation to the common territories of the United States,
that all the States ol the Union are tenants in common ;
that it is common property, and that each and all have a

right to settle Willi their property, of every description,
on all the vacant teintory ol the United States. Tliat is

the position which they Dave taken, and I do not stand
here lo argue it; it has besn argued ollen, and ariuied too
with more ability than I can bring to the task. That is

her posiUoa; and what follows front it.' If these be her
rights, it follows conclusively that she is either entitled
to a partition and division ol the territories, or else to
the social possesion and enjoyment of all. That is the
rule of tenantry in common ; it is the rule of justice and of
common sense, and it is the rule which history will show
the South herselt has even applied to the case. She has
offered to settle difficulties of this sort in both modes.
First, she agreed that all diflerences should be settled by
a division ol the territory, as in the case of the Missouri
Compromise. There the rule worked against her, and
terntoiy covered by pro-slavery laws waa given up to
the non-slaveholding Suites, and she was excluded.
Hut she adhered to the bond ; she made no resistance to
government* for territories north of that line whose fun¬
damental law excluded slavery She adhered to that
compromise in the Texas annexation ; she offered to ad¬
here to it in the Oregon hill, and it was moved, and I be¬
lieve all the southern senators, except one, voted for the
Missouri compromise, to be applied in the same sense and
meaning in which it was originally adopted, rneanirqg there¬
by that slavery was to be recognised south ef that line, and
prohibited north of it. Indeed*, it may be said that the
South, ever since 1890t have shown a willingness to
abide by the principle ol a division of territory; their rep¬
resentatives have voted for it whenever it was Presented.
Sir, I believe that a majority of the South would M quieted
and be content with the adoption of that principle now;
and when i say that principle, I mean not in the letter, but
the spirit of the Missouri Compromise. But that is not
the only mode in which they have agreed to settle
the difficulty They once proposed to settle on the prin¬
ciple of the social poeeeesioa of the territory.upon the

pnuciple that each shoull enjoy all; for ittdl was the
piinciple, if I understand it, of what was called the Clay-
ton Couipiomit* bill. When the Territories were first
acquired, and neither section had the start of the other,
it was proposed tu establish territorial govei ninents, anil
to establish the constitution of the United States by ex¬

press enactment in the Territories, 111 older to exclude the
idea that the constitution did not go there. It did more

the bill required the protection of property in slaves, if
the courts should decide that it existed This implication,
I think, ia conclusive and necessaiy, when we look at
the history of the legislation upon the bill. As it came
in originally, it required the territorial government to jhiss
"no law respecting African slavery." That clause was

afterwards stricken out, and in its place a provision was

substituted, that they should pass no law prohilniing or

establishing African slavery. What other inference could
he (Lawu from that course of legislation, except that tliey
were to protect property in slaves, in the event the courts
decided that such property existed there? The very
course of legislation in relation to it demonstrated that
this was the intention of the bill, and it has been no con¬

strued. If that bill failed in any respect to provide for the
social possession of the country by all the States of the
Uuion.on the principle that eacn should enjoy all, it was
in not providing by an express declaration that the Mexi¬
can law did not exist theie. It was not asked tor, because
most southern men believed that the constitution was su¬

perior to the Mexican law, and repealed and put it aside ;
II was not asked lor, because it was supposed that the
couits would res|>ecl our rights; but I believe that, if it
bad been, the demand would have been nothing more

than what is light and just; that is, assuming that all of
the Stolen are tenants in common, and each ought to enjoy
all, or else have a fair division of the territory. If this be
so, then whatever legal obstacles may exist in relation
to the enjoyment of this right ought to be removed
by government. This, however, all depends on the
truth of the proposition which I have stated as to
the right ol the Slates in this respect; hut, if it be
true, the conclusion which 1 have drawn seems to fol-'
low inevitably, iu relation to this Clayton Compromise,
I think I muy hazard two, and perhaps three propositions,
without fear of contradiction. In the first place, 1
hazard this alEruialion that if that bill had proposed to
take in all the territory included within the limits ot Cal¬
ifornia, and apply the VVilmot Proviso to it, and then to
extend the Clayton Compromise over the residue, no

southern man would have voted for it. 1 think 1 atn not
mistaken in that. And 1 will now hazard another prop¬
osition if the southern men had believed that the Mex¬
ican law existed in the territory, and was not repealed by
the constitution after its acquisition, I think that none oi
them would have voted for the bill without a provision to

repeal that law, because, if Congress had no right to in-
terlere by legislation to shut us out, would it not be ab¬
surd to say that it had rio right to prevent the laws ot a

foreign and conquered nation from excluding us ? If 1
am right in this, there is perhaps another proposi(iou
which i might also hazard, though, possibly, with tnore
risk of contradiction. VVe of the South believe that the
Mexican law was repealed by the acquisition of the terri¬
tory ; but if we had believed that the threats and declara¬
tions ol the supremacy of the Mexican law, made by so

many distinguished jurists, would operate to prevent the
holders of slaves.and all property holders are timid.
from going with their property into the newly-acquired
Territories, under the apprehension, in the unsettled state
of the question, that they would thereby hazard their
property.I say, if southern men had seen that such
would be the ertect, 1 am inclined to thiuk they
would certainly have demanded a> declaratory act saying
that the Mexican law was not in force. And they would
have done so strictly in accordance with the principle of
non-intervention, as i understand that principle, and in
the only sense in which I can accord and accede to it.
That doctrine, if 1 understand it, is one which proposes to
leave the question of slavery or no slavery in the Terri¬
tories to be determined by soil anil climate.leaving it to
Nature, while they exist as Territories, and to the people
when they come in as States, to determine the character
of their institutions in this respect. Ttiat I understand to
be the non-intervention principle. Well, if soil and
climate are to decide, then it follows that Congress
cannot interfere by legislation to establish or pro¬
hibit it Not only the legislation of Cougreas can¬

not do that, but the Mexican legislation cannot do
it, because, if the Mexican law intervened, the ques¬
tion would be determined by it, and not by soil and
climate. This was the doctrine of non-intervention pro¬
posed in the Clayton Compromise bill, which neither
established nor prohibited slavery, but clearly implied a

duty, as 1 have endeavored to show, on the part of the
territorial government, to protect such property, it decided
by the courts to exist. 1 know it is said that in main¬
taining the obligation to protect projierty, you ad .nit the
right to destroy it. But I utterly repudiate and deny such
a conclusion. Ou the contrary, the establishment of this
proposition would lead to the very opposite inference.
vVbo does not see that, if 1 establish the obligation of the
government to protect my property, I deny its right to

destroy and confiscate it' So far from admitting the
right to destroy, 1 deny it in the strongeatpoasible form,
when I (how its obligation to protect it. nly State gov¬
ernment is bound to protect my liberty; and when 1 show
that, do I admit that it can enslave me without cause ?
It is bound also to protect my property; and, when I show
that, do I admit that it can aetae and confiscate my prop¬
erty, without compensation to me for it' The United
States government is bound to protect the property in the
slave on the high seas, under Ihe United States flag; and
in asaertiug that duty on its part, do I admit it has a right
to confiscate such property at discretion f Aud so, in

my opinion, it is boiyid to protect it in the Territories, as

much aa on Ihe high seaa, on shipboard, aud under the
American (lag But that is a sort of episode, and I will
return to the lirst proportion, which is that by which I
propose to teat the bill under consideration

1 said that, at the tiuie the Clayton Compromise hill wan

proposed, if it had provided to cover ad the territory in
cluaed within the proposed limit* of California with the
Wilinot Proviso, 1 believed that not a southern man
would have voted for it. But suppose I show that, by
the action of this government, direct and indirect, this
territory has been placed under the operation of the anti-
slavery proviso: do I not make out Ihe case in relation to
this bill, which would have condemned it 111 the South,
with the sentiments which existed there during the pend¬
ency of the Clayton Compromise bill ? And can I not
make good this proposition' I think lean show that
this constitution of California was unquestionably pro¬
duced by the action of this government in its various de¬
partments first, by the omission of Congress to provide
territorial governments when it ouKht, and which Would
have enabled us to try our right to settle with slaves in

the country ; and next, by the action and positive inter¬
ference of the Executive We know that Connresa re¬

fused to pass bills which, in my opinion, were conres-

sions and compromises from the South Congress refused
to pas* the Clajton bill So:»e lew southern men, it is
true, voted almost it, but a large majority voted for it
It refused also to i>ms the proportion of the senator
fron Wisconsin, [\lr. Walker,] most of the southern
men voting for it Thus no territorial government*
were established, threats of the existence of the Mexi¬
can law were thrown out, and the slaveholder was de¬
terred from carrying his slaves to California. But, to

make the work of our exclusion perfectly certain, the
Executive here inlet vened, rfnd pursued a system of meas¬

ures which, however intended, had the effect of abutting
us out of the country entirely. Sir, I wish and I mean
to tread lightly on the ashea of the dead ; but a sense of
duty com|>els me here to speak to a point, a reference to
which is necessary for the sake of historical truth, and
I shall i|>eak not in the spirit of unfriendly, but historical
criticism I believe the late Kxecutive was governed al¬
ways by patriotic motives; but he mwht err. and in this
instance I think he did err most grossly, and to the great
injury and loss of ihe South I uo not impute to him the
design ; but if such were the consequence* of hisaction,
I am bound to refer to them I cannot make good my
position, nor vindicate myself, without looking to the
course of action which was pursued in relation to that
Territory. I say, then, that the Kxecutive also inter¬
fered and pursned a system of measures which not only
violated the constitution of the United States, but led in¬
evitably to the formation of the present California con¬
stitution, and to the introduction of tha anti-slavery
clause which it contains. There was no law of Congrese
which authorized the |>eofile of California to assemble in
convention ; there was no previous action even of Ihe
people of the Territory calling a convention, or express¬
ing a wish for one; but the convention waa called into
existence iifion the invitation of the Executive of Ihe
United States The military governor undertook to die
tribute power in the Territory; he nndertook to prescribe
the qualifications of voters, and to say what sar'egitrads
were to secure the pui ity of the ballot-box; in a word,
he undertook to control this whole matter When that
convention met, a thing occurred which, I suppose, is
unprecedented la the history of representative bodies.
The convention, finding that it waa not strong enough,
or not satisfied with the distribution of power, voted to
take^n not only those who were elected, but theme who
were not elected ; and I believe it will tarn out, an ex¬
amination, that as many, or more perhaps, of its mem-
ben were not elected than those who were. Persons

who received a certain number of vote* are said to have
been admitted ibere j and when the convention was thua
Ailed in this anomalous mode, it had the assistance, in its
deliberations, of an executive agent. The Executive
sent out a member of Congress while he was a member
of Congress, and paid him out of the treasury, without
authority of law. He thus conferred an important office
on a member of Congress during the recess. And to what
abuses inay not such a system lead ' If during the recess
of Congress the Presideut may appoint a member to an

honorable and agreeable mission, how long can we ex¬

ited, when such offices become profitable and numerous,
and fur more so in proportion to the number of its mem
tiers than now, that the independence of Congress will
exist? And this agent, so paid and sent out, undertook to
advise this convention in relation to their functions, as it
appears Irom the statement of one of the members. He
advised them to settle us much of this question as |>os«i-
ble.to cover by their laws not only that portion of the
Territory which was settled, and perhaps in number suffi¬
cient to justify the forming of a State, but to extend
their action over territory comparatively vacant, and thus
settle this difference. The Congress of the United
States were incapable of acting upon the matter, and it
was for this convention or of California to relieve them
from their difficulties. And this very assembly was paid
by the Executive out of the treasury of the United States
without authority or warrant of law, and was thus de¬
pendant on him, whose agent was thus advising it, for
tlieir per diem and the means of cujiport during its ses¬
sion. It resulted from all this that it was bouud to adopt
an anti-slavery constitution, and could adopt no other,
anxious as they were to come in, and knowing that in
order to do so they must offer some tempting bait to the
majority here They were aware, too, that this majority
was anti-slavery in its sentiments, and that the most
tempting bait which they could offer wus an anti slavery
provision in tlieir constitution ; and they knew, in point
of fact, that if they permitted slavery, they could never he
admitted; for who believes that tliey would have re¬
ceived twenty votes for admission if tliey had come here
with a provision permitting slavery in a constitution
made under such circumstances as those under which this
one was formed ! But this constitution, if it may be so

called, was submitted to the people, and received some¬

thing' like thirteen thousand votes. Now, it is well
known that in a population like that of California, where
the men number more than all the women and children
put together, this would not represent so many as thirty
thousand people. Yet, if they had had enough to have
entitle 1 them to elect a member of the House of Repre¬
sentatives according to the present ratio, they must have
had at least seventy thousand people, of whom thirty
thousand constitute a minority. That constitution, then,
did not receive the votes of a majority of the people. If
that be so, it cannot be said to have even the sanction of
the people of California, but is, in every sense of the
term, a child of Executive creation. I refer to this last
fact, Mr. President, not as a violation of the constitution,
but as evidence to show that this constitution, formed
without the sanction of law, has not been helped, as
some suppose, to a legal existence by the consent of a
majority of the people of California.

But, sir, to crown the whole, the Executive undertook
to withdraw the authority of the United States, and to
resign it into the hands of the California government,
which was called into existence as I have described.
And what is the consequence .' So far as the Executive
recognition can go, California is now a State, either in or
oat of the Union. Suppose we grant her application:
so far as the Executive recognition can go, it appears (hat
she is already a State; and, if that be so, how can she
come into the Uuion constitutionally, unless she conies
in as did Texas, by annexation.as an independent State,
a State achieving its independence by a sort of bloodless
revolution, and,having thus achieved it, acknowledged
by the treaty-making power? And what is to result
from that ? Why, the loss 10 the United States of every
foot of the public lands within her limits; and you can¬
not, if this he true, impose any conditions upon her in re¬
lation to those lands. But supposashe were to withdraw
her application to eater the Union, in what relation should
we then stand to her? That portion of our government
which is mainly charged with our foreign relations
has acknowledged her to be a State. So far as the
admissions of that department are concerned, our au¬

thority would be gone. We thus must admit tvw
States formed out of our territory when the Execu¬
tive says we shall, or we may run the risk of losing
them altogether. Now, 1 ask, not from any wish to
apply harxh epithets to his conduct, but merely in a

spirit of historical investigation, of truthful inquiry, if
here could have been a more flagrant system ot viola¬
tion ot the constitution than that under which this State
would be thus brought into tbe'Uulon? Is it not ob¬
vious that, owing to this, they were constrained to adopt
an anti-slavery constitution .' Is it not obvious thai,
owing to the neglect of Congress to perform its duty in
relation to that Territory, and owing to the course of the
Executive, it was impossible that slavery should not
be excluded, and that the South has not had a fair
chance to enjoy and settle it ? Now we are called upon
to vote for a bill which proposes to inclnde a Slate thus
formed, and thereby to sanction all this usurpation, and
say, as in effect we would by that rote, that the object of
excluding slavery is so high and holy that it is above all
the obligations of compact, and that its accomplishment
justifies encroachments, usurpations, and invasions of the
constitution itself? Is not that the way in which the
precedent will read hereafter.' So it will stand upon the
page of history; and can I be asked to vote to let in Cali¬
fornia under such circumstances?.to let her in, whether
as a part of this omnibus bill, or whether she comes alone?
I cannot; for I hold it to be my duty, not only by
my speech, but my vote, as far as 1 can, to rebuke the
aria of interference on the part of the government, the
effects of which have been as certainly to exclude the
South from that territory as if the Wilmot Proviso had
been [tassed in terms by Congress. And what is the in¬
ducement held out to me to vote to sanction such a

wrong ? We are told that we gain something in the other
parts of the bill. First, however, we are told that we
cannot help it; and that may be so. It may be that a

majority have the power and the will to bring her in; hut
let the wrong, if it be one, and I believe it is, rest on other
shpulders, and not on mine. Do not ask me to saction a

ny*tem such as this. Do not ask me td give countenance
and authority to a system of usurpation such as that to
which f have been referring.

It cannot be said that the present condition of things in
California constrains Congress to admit her as a state.
On the contrary, if Congress should view this case as 1
do, and feel disposed to vindicate the constitution of the
United States, it might remand California to its territorial
condition, and call a convention of the people in a regu¬
lar and legal manner, and thus permit tbem to form a
State with suitable limits, and then admit her with or
without slavery, according to the pleasure of her people.
This would lead to but little practical inconvenience, so
far as 1 ran see. It is impracticable, because it does not
sail tV pleasure of a majority here, who have the powerand »» ui to admit her fs it too much, then, to ask that
those who profit by the wrong, and not those who sutler
under it, should become responsible for it?

But we are told that there are other provisione of the
bill by which we gain something.that it gives us terri¬
torial governments in Utah and New Mexico, based on
the model of the Clayton Compromiee. Yee, sir, it gives
it to us after the North have had the start by two or three
years in the opportunity to settle the country, and under
circumstance* which render it doubtful to the slaveholder
whether he can carry his property there. Does any man
suppose that under such a government a slaveholder
would carry his slaves there, unless, in addition to what
is now contained in the bill, there was something done
to quiet all question* as to his right so to do ? It is
true that there are many in the South who believe that
the Mexican laws do not exist there; but will the owner
of his property be content with that? Will be not
inquire as to the opinion of the senators from Ken¬
tucky, from Michigan, and from Massachusetts? and
will he not see that the most distinguished of the ad¬
vocates of this bill all maintain that those lawe do ex-

ist, ami exclude slavery ? He would hardly carry his
property into a country where his title was to be exposed
to the darters of a lawsuit, when there is so much territory
vacant in which hie right to carry slaves is undisputed
So that, in all probability, the southern slaveholders
would never settle a foot of this territory. I do notbe-
lieve, under the practical operation of this bill, we shall

get a square inch of it, but that we shall
country which we acquired by the war with Mexico

And 1 confess I feared, when this committee was formed,
that the South would be required to give op'and
der this much ; but I did not think P' T" ,
also be made to take from her 190.000 "j"*.
Texas, to which I believe she is clearly .".'tied, in orier
to plase it under the chance and risk of being converted
into free soil In other word.. Mr. President, I feared
that the South would be celled upon to give up the coat
which waartn dmpute, bnt I did not expect that she would
be required to give up her cloak aleo. As it now stands
it is ins property of Texas, and under the dominion of
pro-slavery laws, and if we take it away from her we at
ienst run the nek of having the Wilmot Proviso applied
to it. It is no comfort to me to know that twenty-ftve
»otes were recorded in favor of this Proviso not long ago

to oca ¦vBwuina.
Tfc» mmmm <4 »u pwua wUI H llliwi >lltl Wlkm *¦

W.'"^ItMwUalyto. * .<elea«WII.
****** "*.** "' ¦»>§»¦<¦ mm*M jMfjwp

*¦**"»«».»«ittt.'<»»«*»> fa

yOtmTKY PArBK b p«MMw4¦*°* ®f CqMfNMf Mi fet ||gM>
HnkaclipUoM ft» * pMto4 Vm wm ta_

nni proparttaM* to Um afcov* wuMal *MmT
#Cf-POeTMABTB»i) an mHiMm* to MtW - *_

.Mrflnc ua nil DAILY Mbttrikw, km «> . JI
8BM1 WKKtLLY .iiteciibcra, wife T°* ItllTt
mkaerlkera, wlUi flu .dcIomI, will k« "titI M «*»
hubc wtWuu u ibey ftuuuii u MtteciUM* tar, graht,

Iti "hi ~Mtfagg»aaMMBMMMMhMfe
ill this My, thirty constituting one half of the whoUnumber It is no warrant for hope with me to know that
nearly all the northern Slates have instructed in favor ofit, and that probably a largo majority in the other Hoom
are for it, and are restrained with difficulty from applyliwlit to a country where they are told slavery is eiclbdsd
by Mexican luw, and on account of natural caoesa, but
who probably would rnswt on applying it to any portionof the territory ever »aid to belong to Texas. This fea¬
ture of the bill would, as it seems to me, lead to the
most bitter and intense excitement hereafter. It is now
easy for gentlemen to excuse themselves from voting the
Proviso as applied to the Territories, on account oF (he
alleged existence of the Mexican law there; but it Will
then be said, h«re is a case for wiiich you can gWe no
such reason. Northern gentlemen will then be urged irre¬
sistibly or to their own destruction, to apply the Proviso to
that territory, while, on the contrary, the South wilt rwiat
its application with the more vehemence to territory which
has once been under the dominion of pro-slavery laws,
than they would perhaps to any other portion of the do¬
main of the United States.
But we are told, in answer to this, that the territory

does not belong to Texas; and we are also assured that
she will get more in this way tban in any other. Sir, if
the territory does belong to Texas, as I think has
been conclusively shown by her senator* and representa¬
tives, 1 do not know how if can be said that aha wW gat
more in this way than in any other, unless Wears to sup¬
pose (Lit there is a majority here who have the power
and wul to deprive Texas of her territory, whether the
is entitled to it or not And if this be so, why arfC us to
consult here, or to reason on the subject .'.for in that ease
it would be useless to show that the rightwaS on die
side of Texas, and that it is a duty and justice to her to
Acknowledge that right. I make no such presumption.I presume, if it be shown that the territory belongs to
Texan, it will be declared to belong to ber by Congress,
and she will be protected in its enjoyment. Now, that
the territory does belong to Texas I think we are pre¬
cluded from denying by our own acts, precluded by the
opinion of our own courts, nnd precluded also, f Was
a'Hjiit to say, in the opinion of every honest man. 1 Will
not Bay that, however, because 1 know there is a dffftr-
ence of spinion on that subject between honest and able
men on this floor. But 1 believe, when the heat of themo¬
ment arid excitement of the day shall hare passed away,
no man will look on the page of American history Which
Irecordsthe fact that we disputed the title of Texas under
existing circumstances without a sentiment of regret, or,
it may be, a pang of shame, that the truth required it to
be told that in a misguided moment we had been betrayed

naintained as against a foreign power. Oar
Mr. Polk, in reply to the governor of iftlthB,

ilgfxi the right of Texas to the country, aa3'»x-

very qtss-
i. Netleon,

into sucli an error.
1 do not go into that old question of what were the

boundaries of New Mexico before the revoldtjon in
Texas. ( hold that to be an immaterial issue. YOt I be¬
lieve it can be shown that at the time of the war. Or of
the declaration of independence by Texas, the bound¬
aries of New Mexico did not run down soloWMthe
senator from Missouri seems to think. I believe it ckn
be shown upon the authority of Muhlenfordt, next to
that of Humboldt, and in some respects better than that
of Humboldt, because more recent, that the boundAnewof
New Mexico did not extend below the parallel of 31 de¬
grees of north latitude. But f hold alt that train of in¬
quiry as relating to an immaterial issue. We are W>w
b;iuiid by our own acts, in which we have acknowledged
the right of Texas to all the territory eaat of tneTlio
Grande, from mouth to its source. We took Tfciaa
with this claim. Our minister? were instructed to main¬
tain this claim; and Mr. Buchanan so instrOCted Mr.Bli-
dell and Mr. Trist. The United States government," by
its convention in 1S3S with Texas, acknowledged Its tftle
to what it claimed by recognising so much of that cT
as related to the former western boundary between her¬
self and Mexico. She received Texaa into the t?t<.
with n known and declared claim to the whole Of tM.!
Grande as her western limit, and from that moment'
came bound to relinquish that territory to Texas, in"'
event that she should make it good against Mttico.' She
was thus bound, because she then became the liftot
through whom alone the rights and claims of T$aa
could be maintained as against feHlPresident, Mr. ~

acknowledgedcused his military possession on account of the'_
ties of war. A map was made a part of-toe Irtaty of
peace with Mexico; and that map recognlaed'thfjUo
Grande as the western boundary of Texaa. In every Way
in which it could be done, the title of Texaa hu (Men
recognised by onr government. Especially did (hlf gov¬
ernment recognise it in the declaration of war withjux-
ico. We justified that war upon the ground that Tdtas
had claimed.and justly claimed.this territoiy on fhe
Rio Grande It was said that American blood bad Men
shed iipon American soil; and if it was, then TdXM bad
as good a claim at the sourpe of the Rio Grande aa at the
mouth. It is true, she did not enjoy the actual poaeeteion,
the "pedu potitto," anywhere along that line; but it was
upon her claim to this that we justified the war with
Mexico And can we turn about now, and aet Bp the
claim of Mexico against Texas? Cm we acknowledge
before the world that we entered into this war without
good cause, and attempted to justify it by a falsehood >

Can we thus recall our own admiaeions, our own IMprd-
ed acknowledgments of the title of Texaa, in the hope of
gaining some advantage by it ( What has our Own Su¬
preme Court decided in a similar instance > What it the
dictum of Judge Marshall in relation to thia ve
tion ! He says in the case of Foster k Elam to.
a Peters, 30 y :

Alter these acta of sovereign power over the territo¬

ry in dispute, asserting lbs American consuuoliou of the
treaty by which the government claims it, to maintain the
oppositn construction in Its own courts would cert&lnly be
an anomaly in the history and practice of nations. IflMii
departments which ar« intrusted with the foreign idler.
omirse of the nation, winch assort and maintain Tt» luesr-
ests against foreign power*, hare unequivocally asasssed
its rights of dominion over a country of which ilisls (Ms
.amion, and which it olaims under a treaty.-If the legisla¬
ture has acted on tbo construction thus assarted, It is am in
its own courts that this construction is to be denied.

But, sir, it is said that the United Statae ia not to be
precluded on account of being the agent in making thia
acquisition (or Texaa, because it is the agent for the Other
States also, and Texas would thuaget a larger share than
she Was entitled to. It is to be remembered that if Texas
gets more than other States, she risked more. Moubo
claimed the whole of Texas to thehabioe. Suppoae the
cases had been reversed.that Mexico had bametnng
and we weak, and we had gone into such a qaarrai. It
might have resulted, that Texas would have lost all. And
if, on the other hand, Texas, having staked more, game
more, is it not a fair compensation for that risk !

Bui I hold tbst we are precluded by oar ewe actafMm
disputing the authority of Texas now; and f hold that it
is always the wisest mad the heat course, where there ia
a dispute a* to boundary between thie government and a
Stale, unless the case be one of flagrant wrong, for the
government to yield to the StatA; for there ie do(OMn
arbiter between them, and I protest agaiaat the doctrine
that the Supreme Court can tnr a title betareea % sovereign
State and the confederacy. There ie no common arbiter,
and no way to eattle it except by eome mode agreed upon
between the parties It woa Id be far wiser ana more pru¬
dent, in such instances, for the United States to yield and
give up the territory. But, sir, in thia caae the United
States is forced by her own avowaia, bv her own eoai-
mittals, to edmit the right of Texas ; and how would shs
stand on the page of hiatory if she were to he pruseated,
aa in one breath, disputing the title of Texas, neelesw-
ing to lower her demands, and then odering money to

purchase this title t Sir, such a precedent as that would
nave an unseemly appearance upon the records of t'gnat
nation. But we are told that the people^ there are >e-
Iuctaut to live under the government of laMt.mil
that wa should have difficulties from that soierae. Twre
ia more than one mods of escaping that OMgjr, With¬
out ceding away one hundred and twenty thonaend
square miles of land belonging to.Texas Rot ia there,
in point of fsrt. sny reaeon to believe that *e people
would not be eetisded under the government of Tette f
If it had been asserted by everybody, in all the depart¬
ments of the government, that the title of Texne wee good,
is there not sufficient reason to awnae that the people
would have been reeoaeiled to it f There may havebeen,
perhaps, some ambitions aspirants for offee there, who
wished either to sustain themael vaa in or to eeeaia of¬
fice who would have beeo dissatisfied ; hat I believe the
mam body of the people would have been contented.
Now, it seem* to me there are two ways of settling thie
queetion without the opposition of the inhahitanta. In
ene way the South will retain the power and imyurtancoto
which it ia entitled, if alave Statesare made outofths wntae
of Texas; in the other mode they may, and witl^athapa.
loae this opportunity for increasing taeir peiitieai MM-
ance. I believe that the territory of Texaa tamahta the
only means by which the South can probahhf iMttaae
in political power; and I believe she is boana byWWy
consideration of prudence, of ssll-prMMOOa, and Mm*
defence, to hol.l on to all the political power ahe baa
In the other way it is to be settled, and[settled peaaaably,
(acknowledge, hut hv taking from the 8oath thin aid
the only chance which she haa for ktareaaiag bar weight
in the confederacy

Rut. Mr President, we are told the Sooth ought to take
ihm beoaase it is the beet thing (hey cm do lieetiOil it


